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Mr. Geoffrey J. Butler 
Clerk of the Utah Supreme Court 
332 State Capitol 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114 
BUILDING MAIL 
Re: State v. Ortega, Case No. 20758 
Dear Mr. Butler: 
I wish to correct an error in the State's 
responsive brief filed in the Ortega case. 
On line 19 of page 19, "objections to the form 
of the questions posed by defendant" appears. Line 19 
should read: "objections to the form of the questions 
posed by the prosecutor." 
This correction is necessary to avoid any con-
fusion as to the point of the State's waiver argument. 
Sincerely, 
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DAVE B. THOMPSON 
Assistant Attorney General 
Governmental Affairs Division 
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